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Sir: 

Please review and enter the following remarks summarizing the Examiner interview: 

REMARKS 

During the interview, the following was discussed: 

1. Brief description of exhibits or demonstration: None 

2. Identification of claims discussed: Claims 1 and 20 

3. Identification of art discussed: None 

4. Identification of principal proposed amendments: None 

5. Brief Identification of principal arguments: 

Applicants' representatives contacted the Examiner to conduct an 
interview because it was not clear why claim 20, and not claim 1, is 
indicated as being allowed in the Office Action dated September 8, 2004. 
That is, in the Office Action, the Examiner recites particular features of 
claim 20 as being the reasons why this claim is allowed, however the 
recited features are also recited in claim 1. Therefore, Applicants* 
representatives were not sure why claim 20 is allowed and claim 1 is 
rejected. The Examiner clarified his statement of reasons for allowance 
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and stated that claim 20 is allowed because claim 20 recites that only 
"both the fingerprint information and system-specific identifier" are 
transmitted from the transmitting means. Independent claim 1 recites that 
"only the fingerprint information captured by said fingerprint information 
capturing means, only a system-specific identifier previously stored in said 
identifier storage means, or both the fingerprint information and the 
system-specific identifier" are transmitted from the transmitting means. In 
other words, the Examiner finds that transmitting "both" items of 
information is patentable, whereas transmission of only one of the items of 
information is not. 

6. Indication of other pertinent matters discussed: None 

7. Results of Interview: Examiner's clarification reported to Applicants. 

It is respectfully submitted that the instant STATEMENT OF SUBSTANCE OF 
INTERVIEW complies with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. §§1.2 and 1.133 and MPEP §713.04. 

It is believed that no petition or fee is required. However, if the USPTO deems 
otherwise, Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time which may be required to 
maintain the pendency of this case, and any required fee, except for the Issue Fee, for such 



extension is to be charged to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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